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*  Poor-Quality Personnel, This argument is straightforward, if unflattering.  It is that regulc agencies cannot attract or retain adequate numbers o highly qualified scientists to perform risk assessme Many of their personnel are removed from active rese by time and distance and are unfamiliar with the lat developments in their fields,
*  Inconsistency* This criticism supports propos for centralization of risk assessment. To the exten separation is a prerequisite to centralization, this criticism would also support institutional separatio The suggestion is simply that agencies have applied sistent criteria and reached inconsistent results in assessing the risks posed by the same hazards. Such inconsistency is more likely when each agency is res] sible for performing its own assessment,
*  Redundancy. Starting from the assumption that different regulatory agencies have been, and are lik often to be, concerned with the same hazards, the cr; argue that current arrangements force government reg tors, affected industries, and interested scientists deal with litigation on the risks of a given substan several times. Accordingly, a central institution responsible for performing risk assessments for all agencies might yield process efficiencies and reduce costs for all participants.
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSALS
The central proposals for changes in institutional arrangements for risk assessments developed by the 0 of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) and the Amer Industrial Health Council (AIHC) and presented in H.: 638 have sparked much of the current debate and prec tated this study. For several years before, however dissatisfaction had been expressed with the procedur which government bodies used scientific data and res what purported to be scientific issues. This dissat tion led to one of the precursors of the current pro salss the idea of a science court for resolving sci tific issues underlying regulatory decisions. That suggestion and other, more recent proposals for proc and structural reforms are discussed briefly below, primary objective of this section, however, is to fa tate evaluation of the three main proposals that ins this study.